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TIT was our wiſh that this 
Appeal ſhould have appeared ſome weeks ago; 
but obſtacles, which we could not prevent, 
impeded its progreſs.------To the Appeal is ſub- 
joined a Letter from CHARLES BUTLER, 
Eſq. Secretary to the Catholic Committee, in 
anſwer to certain queries, which we ſubmitted 
to him, as moſt competent to return an ade- 


quate Reply. 


AN APPEAL 


TO THE 


CATHOLICS OF ENGLAND, 


GENTLEMEN, 


| WHEN in the month of June laſt a 
Bill had paſſed in our favour, with an Oath equally agreeable, 
it ſeemed, to all ; we flattered ourſelves that the controverſies, 
which had unhappily divided our body, would cloſe, and that 
even good might ariſe from the diſcuſſion of certain queſtions, 
on which before that, it appeared, our minds were very un- 
ſettled. We principally allude to the doctrine of the papal 
power, in its really eſſential rights, as exerciſeable in this king- 
dom or as at all applicable, in any emergency, to the bulineſs 
of ſtates, and the civil concerns of the community. But 
our hopes were too ſanguine: For not many weeks had 
elapſed, when a "Tract appeared, entitled an anſwer to the 
Second Blue Bool, &c. by the Rev, Charles Plawden, 
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| Nothing eſcapes the haſty animadverſion of this man, 
who pours his indiſcriminate abuſe on the Gentlemen of the 
Committee, and on all thoſe who had eſpouſed their meaſures. 
We, the Clergy of the county of Stafford, are peculiarly 
marked, and his invective againſt us proceeds without mea- 
| ſure or modeſty. This from him we would have borne with 
' a ſmile; but he has aſſerted that he was regugſted to write 
by three out of four of the apoſtolic vicars, and it is this cir- 
cumſtance alone that gives weight to his charges, and in- 
duces us to repel them. It is, however, fortunate, that the 
Right Rev. Thomas Talbot, our own biſhop (the fourth 
apoſtolic vicar) ſhould not have joined in that requeſt, Poſ- 
| ſeſſing, as we truſt we do, the good opinion of a prelate, who 
knows us well, and whoſe gentle manners, invigorated by a 
diſcreet and experienced judgment, not even the boldneſs of 
party has hitherto openly attacked, we might have permitted 
the railer to rail unmoleſted : bur it ſeemed proper that ſome 
attempt ſhould be made to check the torrent, that was urged 
to flow, leſt it bore away every hope of returning peace. 
The meaſures we purſued to obtain an adequate repara- 
tion of the injury offered to our characters, were temperate 
and agreeable to the order of eſtabliſhed diſcipline, which we 
ſhall lay before you. But they failed; and we are neceſſita- 
) ted to appeal to you. -The charges brought againſt us are 
contained in the following Eætracts, faithfully copied from 
the Tract we have mentioned. A few remarks, which may 
elucidate ſome ambicuities, ſhall accompany them. 
F.—Speaking of a proviſo inſerted, we believe, in the 
firſt ſketch of the bill, which excluded thoſe who ſhould 
| refuſe 
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refuſe the oath from the benefit of the ſolicited Act, the Au- 
thor ſays, p. 65, © Deeply was their project (that of the 
« committee) laid, and the refinement of it exceeds the 
« meaſure of /aical depravity.”— The dark inſinuation is af- 
terwards deveioped. 
II.—p. 115. © From the ſuppoſed prevarication of three 
« ancient Popes, to which is added the atteſtation of five 
« modern prieſts, who impute to a biſhop what his ſelf will 
ce not avow.” — The three popes are Hormiſdas, Honorius, 
2nd Liberius mentioned in the blue book of the committee; 
and the five modern prieſts are they, who at Longbirch, Feb- 
ruary 15th, 1791, ſigned a letter to biſhop Berington, con- 
taining the heads of a converſation which had paſſed in their 
hearing, the accuracy of which, when read to him, biſhop 
Talbot atteſted on the occaſion, | 
III.—p. 116. The means advanced by the committee, he 
ſays, © were not theirown, till they were unfortunately inveigled 
« by thoſe worſt of republicans, innovating priefts.” —Pricfts 
then inveigled the committee; the ſame prieſts are republicans 
and innovators. Was the word republicans, think you, in the 
preſent ſtate of European politics, heedleſsly introduced, or 
intentionally, if it might be, to fix a ſtigma on our names ? 
As miniſters of religion, we reſpect the powers that protect 
us, and are not concerned with the revolutions of empires, 
IV.—p. 117. © Let him (the author of the blue book) 
c count the clergy throughout the realm, excepting the two 
«© committee-men, and their few ſecret adviſers.” The com- 
mittee, or the two eccleſiaſtical members, he pronounces, 
had ſecret adviſers.— A majority of the clergy in the middle 
diſtrict, 
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diſtrict, he may however learn, were favourable to the oath 
of the committee. | 
V.—p. 127. “ Salutem ex mimicis (the adviſers of the 
« committee) is our ſong, and the gladneſs of the canticle 
« js only damped by the reflection, that theſe enemies who had 
ce beguiled our committee, and nearly enthralled us, are our own 
ce brethren of the houſehold.” The ſame republican innovating 
prieſts, who had inveigled the committee, and were its ſecret 
adviſers, had alſo, it ſeems, beguiled the ſame committee, 
and nearly enthralled the catholic body : "They are the bre- 
thren of the houſehold, 
VI.—Ibid. © This deteſtable penal clauſe (explained under 
ce the firſt charge) far exceeds the bitterneſs of laical malevo- 
cc lence ; it could only be concerved or ripened in the breaſts of 
ce corrupted prieſts, Indeed we do not impute the invention 
cc of it to the lay gentlemen of the committee.,..... We 
« can pity ſinners, but we have not language ſtrong enough 
« for the demon who ſeduces them.” Thus is the dark inſi- 
nuation of the firſt charge explained : and they who before 
had inveigled and beguiled the committee, are found to be 
corrupted prigſis, transformed into a demon of ſeduction. ; 
VII.—p. 132. © They (the 2uthor and his adherents) did + 
ce not then (when they ſigned the proteſtation) know the men 
« who had debauched their committee, whom they truſted.” — 
Their crimes riſe on a curious ſcale : the inveiglers and le- 
guilers had alſo, he affirms, debauched the committee, and 
that before the ſigning of the Proteſtation in 1789 
VII.—p. 141.“ We are convinced, ſay theſe furious 


« proteſters (the committee), that we have not been miſled by 
| our 
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gur clergy, Oh, here then in their ebriety they have let 
« out the ſecret, they have given us a dead proof of what 
« we have ſo often and ſo confidently aſſerted (thy confidence 
« is undenied) : There is then a clergy belonging to the com- 
« mittee diſtinct from the clergy which belongs to the biſhops 
ce and to the catholic flock ; a clergy which in the eſtimation of 
& all cathalics,” has woſully miſled the committee.” Modeſtly he 
exults in the diſcovery : there is a clergy, he finds, which, 
as it has inveigled, beguiled, ſeduced, and debauched, ſo has it 
wofully mifled the committee, even in the imation of all 
catholics! Nos numerus fumus : the author and his admirers 
conſtitute the whole catholic flock. 

IX.—p. 149. © Nothing leſs than our experience of the 
« the corroding nature of ſchiſm (whence that experience?) 
could convince us that catholic clergymen could be induced 
cc to deſtroy even their own ſpiritual authority and influence, 
« to gratify a few falſe brethren who are determined to ſubvert 
« that of their biſhops.” — The paſſage refers to a new ſubject, 
namely, the right of appealing and prote/iing, which the 
committee, on an important occaſion, exerciſed, and which 
finally brought on the ſuſpenſion of Mr. Wilks: But the few 
falſe brethren, whoſe views are ſo benevolently defined, are 
the ſame 7nn:2varing priefts, it will appear, before deſignated 
as the debauchers of the committee. 

X.—p. 150.“ We have the ſorrow to behold even the 
« ſons of the ſanctuary riſing againſt the high prieſt ; we ſee 
« them ſiding into parties in order to wreſt from their pre- 
e lates tbat paſtoral ſtaff, the control of which is fo loathed by 
« their ſeducers.— The few falſe brethren, juſt mentioned, 


are 
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are now deſcribed as %athing epiſcopal authority, and as the 
ſeducers of other ſons of the ſanctuary. The lines allude to 
thoſe clergymen who, deeming the ſuſpenſion of Mr. Wilks 
to be a violation of the eſtabliſhed rules of diſcipline, 
thought it their duty, in a canonical manner, to eſpouſe 
his cauſe.— The author proceeds: © A thouſand times 
« have theſe unreflecting men expounded to the laity 
« the enormity of the crime of reſiſting the government of 
« biſhops, and now they combine to control, to threaten, to 
« intimidate the venerable ſenior of our prelates (Biſhop 
« Walmeſley) in the exerciſe of that excluſively epiſcopal 
« duty, the deputing of ſubordinate miniſters to preach and 
« to adminifter chriſtian ſacraments,” A malicious impu- 
tation !” 

XI.—p. 151, © Hard is the warfare which he (Biſhop 
« Walmeſley) muſt endure, when aſſaulted even by thoſe 
« whom duty and intereſt equally incite to his ſupport, 
« But, alas! the ſame men who have already debauched a 
« committee of laymen, now glory in the ſucceſsful progreſs of 
ce their maneuvres, they have ſhifted the weapons from the feeble 
« arms of laymen into the conſecrated hands of prieſts.” —IVho 
theſe men are can be no longer doubted by thoſe who have 
read the Addreſs of the Staffordſhire Clergy to the Gentle- 
men of the Committee, publiſhed with the minutes of the 
laſt general meeting. But the enſuing paſſage will ſtill 
more clearly point them out. 

XII.—p. 160. © Such is the inconſiſtent conduct (mean- 
<« ing that of Mr. Wilks) which a few of our clerical bre- 
« thren have pledged themſelves to defend as their own cauſe 

in 
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« jn oppoſition to epiſcopal authority. The words marked 
in italics are taken from the addreſs juſt mentioned. The re- 
publican innovating prieſts, therefore, who had inveigled the 
committee, and were its ſecret adviſers, who had beguiled the 
committee, and nearly enthralled the body of Catholics ; 
thoſe corrupted prie/ts, that demon who ſeduced the committee, 
who debauched, who wofully miſled the committee; the few 


falſe brethren, determined to ſubvert the authority and influence 


of their biſhops, who loath the paſtoral /laff, have ſeduced other 
ſons of the ſanctuary, and who glory in their ſucceſs, are the 
men who have pledged themſelves to defend as their own 
the cauſe of Mr, Wilks; but the Staffordſhire clergy alone, 
in their printed addreſs, publicly made this declaration; 
therefore are the Staffordſhire clergy that profligate junto, to 
whoſe names, as our modeſt author obſerves, he has barely 
not given the honour of publicity. He goes on, 

XIII.—p. 161. © O may our virtuous and zealous bre- 
tc thren (the reſt of the clergy) ſeriouſly ponder the danger 
« of this attempt (of remonſtrating againſt the irregular 
te conduct of biſhop Walmeſley in his mode of ſuſpending 
« Mr. Wilks); may they quickly diſcern the falſboad of the 
cc men who have engaged them in it.“ Still pious and chari- 
table 

XIV. —p. 162. © Their real enemies (of his virtuous and 
“ zealous brethren) are but few; but they are keen and ac- 
© tive, Their ſucceſſes are already enormous, and without 
< the vigilance, the patience, the zeal, the charity of our 
e biſhops, ſeconded by the wiſdom, the prudence, the mag- 


„ nanimity, the generoſity of the legiſlature, we ſhould this 


* day ſcarce have had a church,” Indeed! 
B XV. 
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XV. —p. 163.“ They (the biſhops) call upon their cler- 
« oy to aſſiſt them, they warn them to beware of novel doc- 
« trines; they have almoſt pointed out the few individuals 
« who ſpread them; and if they do not give them the im- 
« portance of publicity, they know that they are eaſily diſ- 
« tinguiſhable by that preſumption and ob/iinacy, in which 
« error reſts, when it is overpowered by reaſon.” It may 
be that this paſſage was not meant directly to apply to the 
dibauchers of the committee, to the ſeducers of the ſons of 
the ſanctuary ; though the author, with an unvarying ſtead- 
ineſs, ſeems ſtill to purſue the ſame game. 
XVI.—ibid. “ The inconſiſtencies, contradictions, and 
c“ falſhoods accumulated in the printed addreſſes and apologics 
for the conduct of the committee, have been directly im- 
« puted to the gentlemen who have ſubſcribed them: but we 
« wiſh to convince the catholic public, (Thou prieſt of pious 
« wiſhes J) that the bad principles from which they all flow, 
© are to be traced to a higher ſource, and that our lay con- 
« mittee were firft betrayed, before they agreed to propagate the 
« errors which our biſhops have ſo ſucceſsfully combated,” — 
Thus wantonly does this ſtream of calumny flow! 
XVII.—p. 164. © We know how eaſily the judgment of 
« well-meaning men is warped (alluding to the gentlemen of 
c the committee whom the clergy of Staffordſhire had ad- 
« drefled)..... ... even by the good qualities (he allows us 
good qualities!) of their decezvers ; and this muſt be their 
« name (we thank thce !), as long as their conduct militates 
« againſt thoſe eternal principles of the ſpiritual hierarchy, 
ce which we hav; laid d tun, and which no man can contradict 
and 


L421 


cc and remain a catholic.” — How unaſſuming is this aſ- 
ſertion! When the Reverend Author, in a prior 


publication, maintained the ifallibility of the ſucceſlor of 


St. Peter, little did we then ſuſpect, that he meant himſelf 
to ſhare with him that more than human attribute,—lIt is 
alſo remarkable that, throughout this work, in ſpeaking of 
himfelf and his achievements, as kings and biſhops often do, 
Mr. Plowden uſes the plural pronouns, we, our. 

Should the author of theſe paſſages ever deign to declare, 
that they were not all meant to apply to us, we ſhall then 
obſerve that, from a ſimilarity of expreſſion, joined to a chain 
of dark infinuations, we were induced to make the appli- 
cation, in which we found ourſelves confirmed by the judg- 
ment which other readers of thoſe paſſages had formed. 
But could it have demeaned his plural dignity, had he, when 
firſt called on by fourteen clergymen of equal rank with himſelf, 
explained what might be ambiguous or uncertain ? Should 
he, at length, fay that he meant not us, we will aſk him : 
whom then, in thy wayward moodineſs, didſt thou mean to 
aſſail? for our brethren are all innocuous as ourſelves, 

Such, Gentlemen, are the charges brought againſt us. 
But under what influence, or miſconception of facts, the 
c onſident writer has ventured to produce them, we are at a 
loſs to conjecture. From the opening of the catholic buſineſs 
to its cloſe, we never had any intercourſe with the committee, 
collectively or individually: They never aſked our opinions 
or advice; and the few meaſures we ourſelves adopted were 
the reſult of our own uncommunicated judgments, Re- 
ſtricted by no encyclical letters or paſtoral addreſſes, we 
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coolly weighed the arguments on both ſides, and formed 
our own opinions: and, indeed, the whole diſtrict ſeemed 
to act under the ſame eaſy impreſſion, viewing the ſtorm of 
words which raged at a diſtance, without at all imbibing the 
pertinacious ſpirit of the combatants.— In January, 1790, 
when it ſeemed expedient publicly to declare our ſentiments, 
we addreſſed a Letter to our biſhop, ſignifying to him our 
approbation of the oath in the form it then wore, and the 
motives of that approbation, But of this meaſure no in- 
timation had been given to the committee, or to any perſon 
in connection with them. Of the Letter, dated from Long- 
birch, and ſigned by five of us who were preſent, it is nu- 
gatory to ſpeak ; for the motive which induced them, on the 
ſpur of the occaſion, to write it, is ſufficiently underſtood 
from the words of the letter. When in the month of May 
laſt, the buſineſs ſeemed to be drawing to a concluſion, we 
thought proper, unſolicited, and communicating our inten- 
tion to no one, to ſign an Addreſs, which ſhould be preſented 
to the committee, when the bill had paſſed. This Addreſs 
was read at the general meeting, and has ſince been printed, 
In it we returned thanks to the committee; we recom- 
mended the caſe of Mr. Wilks to the meeting ; and we 
pledged ourſelves, ſhould the application of that meeting 
fail of ſucceſs, to make Mr. Wilks's cauſe our own, and to 


implore the cooperation of the other clergy of England. Mr. 


Wilks we viewed as an injured man; and, ſhould we be 
compelled to eſpouſe his cauſe, it was our determination to 
do it on the moſt regular and canonical grounds. In his 
perſon, to our apprehenſion, the long eſtabliſhed rules of 

eccleſiaſtical 
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eccleſiaſtical diſcipline were moſt glaringly violated ; while 
innumerable examples, drawn from repeated practice, juſti- 
fied the ſtep we meditated, 

Theſe were the only meaſures in which the clergy of 
Staffordſhire engaged. Where then, it will be aſked, lie the 
grounds for the atrocious charges you have heared ?—We 
wiſh not to be ſevere, and we will not be malevolent; but 
effects have their cauſes, and for the ſolution of the difficulty, 
we think, we may reſer you to the diſtempered imagination 
of the reverend author, a fruitful repoſitory, it ſeems, which 
can ſupply all the dark materials, out of which he ſees a plot 
already formed for the overthrow of the catholic religion in 
this country, and he ſees the dramatis perſonæ who ſhall ex- 
ecute it, It may now be owned, (he ſays p. 14) that 
« their (the biſhops) uneaſineſs was greatly augmented by 
« certain gloomy ſuſpicions, which intimated that a ſyſtem- 
« atical attack was meditated againſt the purity of faith.“ 
He who, in peruſing the annals of hiſtory, has noticed, with 
ſome attention, the workings of the fanatical mind, will ceaſe 
to wonder at what he now beholds; for in the prieſt of 
Lulworth-caſtle he will recogniſe the features of many a 
zealot, againſt whom innocence of character was no ſafe- 
guard, and to whom the exertions of an enlightened under- 
ſtanding ſeemed a reproach. We may pity, and we may 
avoid, but we ſhould not too ſeverely cenſure characters, 
whoſe extravagances, perhaps, are ſolely aſcribable to cauſes, 


often incidental, and of which they themſelves may be un- 
conſcious, 


In 
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In September laſt we wrote to Mr. Plowden, preſenting 
him with the above Extras from his work, and concluding 
our letter in the following words : 


« Sir; all and each of theſe charges, we, collectively and 


c individually, whoſe names are underſigned, moſt ſolemnly 
deny; and we pronounce them to be falſe, defamatory, and 
c {eandalous : we call on you to make us a reparation, as 
« public and extenſive, as the accuſation which you have 
brought againſt us, has been.“ 


ANTHONY CLOUGH JoN CoRNE 

THOMAS FLYN THOMAS SOUTHWORTH 
GEORGE BEESTON James TASKER 
WILLIAM HARTLEY EDWARD EYRE 
JosE PH BERINGTON Journ Rog 

THOMAS STONE JohN WRIGHT 

JohN CARTER JohN KIRE. 

Sep. 28, 1791, 


And that the attention of the apoſtolic vicars might be 
called to the queſtion, whom, from the encouragement given 
to the work, we were compelled to view as connected with 
its author, we, a few days afterwards, tranſmitted a copy of 
the above requiſition, with the extracts that had accompanied 
it, to each of them, prefaced by theſe lines: 

« My Lord, 

« The following Extracis, from the Rev. C. Plowden's 
& Tract, lately publiſhed, with our ſolemn denial of all the 
charges againſt us therein contained, as falſe, deſamatory, 

«and 
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and ſcandalous, and the reparation we expect from him, 
« (the original of which has been ſent to the author) we beg 
© leave to ſubmit to your Lordſhip's conſideration ; becauſe, 
*« ſhould he refuſe to make us the reparation we require from 
« him, our next ſtep muſt be to claim juſtice from your 
« Lordſhip and your vcnerable brethren, the other vicars 
c apoſtolic. With tie moſt profound reſpect, we remain 
Your Lordſhip's 
moſt dutiful and obedient Servants, 
The underſigned Clergy of the county 
Sep 30, 1791. of Stafford.“ 


No notice of our Requiſition was taken by Mr. Plowden; 
wherefore, on the 2d of November, the following Letter 
was written to him: 

« Rev. Sir, 

« On the 28th of September laſt a regular Addreſs was 
made to you, ſigned by fourteen clergymen, moſtly inha- 
« bitants of the county of Stafford, which contained Ex- 
tracts from your laſt Tract, the charges conveyed in Which 
« extracts the ſaid clergymen meſt ſolemnly denied, pro- 
© nouncing them to be falſe, defamatory, and ſcandalous, and 
calling on you to make them a reparation as public and 
tc extenſive, as your accuſation againſt them had been.—As 
« now you take no notice of their Addreſs, they conſtrue 
« your ſilence into a refuſal of complying with their juſt re- 
« quiſition ; and I am directed, in their name, to acquaint 
« you that, if, in the ſpace of fifteen days from the date ol 
this ſecond letter, they do not hear from you, they ſhall, 

& without 
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& without further delay, purſue ſuch other meaſures as ſhall 
« ſeem moſt proper. The vicars apoſtolic are already ap- 
& priſed of what has hitherto been done. I am, &c. 


THOMAS SOUTHWORTH.” 
Nov. 2, 1791. 


On the expiration of the fifteen days, when he perſevered 
in his ſilence, we proceeded to a ſecond meaſure, ſuch as the 
order of diſcipline ſeemed to direct: we wrote to the R. R. 


Charles Walmeſley, the immediate ſuperior of the author: 


« My Lord, 

« At the cloſe of the month 'of September laſt, we took 
cc the liberty of tranſmitting to your Lordſhip a paper, which 
« contained Extrafts from a work juſt publiſhed by the Rev. 
« C. Plowden, the charges contained in which extracts we 
« there pronounced to be falſe, defamatory, and ſcandalous, 
« and we called on the author to make us reparation. —We, 
« at the ſame time, intimated to your Lordſhip that, if the 
« author of that work refuſed to make us that reparation, 
« our next ſtep muſt be to claim juſtice from your Lordſhip, 
« We waited till this 18th of November, and the Rev. 
« gentleman only anſwers our requiſition by a contemptuous 
& ſilence. 

„We now, therefore, my Lord, as the rules of eccleſi- 
« aftical diſcipline direct, denounce the Rev. Charles Plowden 
« to your Lordſhip as a calumniator, charging him with hav- 
« ing publiihed againſt us accuſations defamatory and falſe, 
& which charges are contained in the extrads we lately ſent 


4 to your Lordſhip, 
« We 


hall 
ap- 


(47-3 
« We addreſs this to your Lordſhip, the immediate Supe- 
« rior of the calumniator, in the form of a libellus Supplica- 
« torius, praying that the Rev. Charles Plowden be cited 
« before you, whom we will meet when and where your 
“ Lordſhip ſhall point out to us, 


&« It becomes not us to preſcribe limits to your Lordſhip's 
ce proceedings; but as the charges againſt us are fo grievous, 
ce ſtanding, as for many weeks they have done, before the 
t“ public eye, and as beſides, (ſo the author aſſerts) your 
« Lordſhip and two other of your venerable brethren your- 
ce ſelves promoted the work itſelf which contains thoſe charges, 
ce it is, ſurely, natural we ſhould wiſh to be relieved from the 
* calumny which oppreſſes us. We, therefore, preſume, 
« relying on your Lordſhip's equity, that the preſent month 
« will not elapſe without our being permitted to meet our 
t accuſer ,” 


« In our own behalf, and in behalf of our brethren who 

« are abſent, we preſent to your Lordſhip the above canoni- 

& cal requiſition or Iibellus, and we are 

My Lord, 

with great veneration, &c. 

JostPH BERINGTON 
JohN CARTER 
THomAs SOUTHWORTH 
JohN Rox 
EDwarD EYRE, 


Nov. 18th, 179m. 


C Within 
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Within a few days, Biſhop Talbot received from his 
Lordſhip the following anſwer ; the purport of which he is 
deſired to communicate to us: 

« My Lord, 

« I have received a letter dated Nov. 18th. from Sedgley 
ce park, and ſigned by Joſeph Berington, John Carter, 
« Thomas Southworth, John Roe, Edward Eyre, by which 
« they make a formal appeal to me againſt the Rev. Charles 
« Plowden for the defamatory and falſe accuſations, they ſay, 
ce he has publiſhed againſt them in his late Pamphlet. 

“S Do me the favour to inform them, that I do not admit 
te any ſuch appeal, nor will I have any thing to do with ſuch 
“ buſineſs. Of late many writings, and often ſevere, have 
« been publiſhed by the adverſe contending parties, without 
« any appeal to the apoſtolic vicars; and therefore no occaſion 
& for any now. 

| With all good wiſhes I am 
Bath, Nov. 22d. 1791. My Lord, &c. 

CHARLES WALMESLEY, 


It was once our intention, ſhould this application bring 
us no redreſs, to carry our complaint further, and to pray to 
be heared by the other apoſtolic vicars. But we had doubts 
of the extent of their juriſdiction: beſides, we conſidered that 
two of the remaining three vicars were themſelves, as we have 
faid, rather connected with the work, having invoked the pen 
of the author ; that our own biſhop would be deemed a par- 
tial judge ; and that when he, whom it immediately concerned, 
rejected our appeal, they might plead a more plauſible excuſe 

| for 
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for not liſtening to our petition. And as to an application 
to Rome, which ſome ſuggeſted, we ſaw ſufficient motives for 
not referring our cauſe to that court; for we had no clue to 
conduct our ſteps through the labyrinth, or to lead back our 
return, It was, moreover, our opinion, that no appeals 
ſhould take that direction, unleſs in caſes of extreme neceſſi- 
ty. The tribunal of public opinion, we flattered ourſelves, 
would do us juſtice; and it was before that tribunal that our 
adverſary had aimed to traduce us. If at home, we alſo ſaid, 
we have not laws of internal diſcipline which can redreſs our 
grievances ; or, (which we conſider with pain) if we have not 
ſuperiors who, when regularly called on, will attend to the 
execution of laws, which the practice of ages has eſtabliſhed, 
lamentable muſt be the ſtate of our eccleſiaſtical polity. 

« I do not admit any ſuch appeal, nor will I have any 
« thing to do with ſuch buſineſs,” ſays the Rt. Rev. prelate. 
And yet, can there be an office more becoming the miniſter 
of religion, than to heal the wounds of diſcord ; than to bridle 
the tongue of the defamer; than to vindicate the injured 
name of a brother? Our council directs, that the ſuperiors of 
churches be prudently and diligently active to chaſten the faults 
of their ſuljecis. It likewiſe preſcribes theſe admirable rules: 
But if on account of the grievouſneſs of the fault * puniſhment be 
neceſſary ;, then ſhail rigor be tempered with mildneſs, judgment 
with mercy, ſeverity with gentleneſs, that, without aſperity, diſci- 


* Eccleſfiarum prelati ad corrigendum ſuhditorum exceſſus prudenter 
et diligenter intendant.-Conc. Trid. Seſs, vi. c. 3. 
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pline fo ſaiutary and neceſſary for the floch, be preſerved ; that 
they who have been chaſtened be amended : or, if they will not be 
reclaimed, that others, awed by the wholeſome example, be deterred 
from the like exceſſes +. 

We forbear to urge this matter further; even it would be 
our wiſh to veil whatever wrong may have been done us: 
but as we formally denounced the Rev. Charles Plowden to his 


| Tuperior as a calumniator, praying to be heared againſt his 


charges, we are to learn, under what plea of caſuiſtry, that 
ſuperior refuſed to admit our appeal.—* Of late, (he obſerves) 
“many writings, and often ſevere, have been publiſhed, with- 
© out any appeal to the apoſtolic vicars.“ Alt is not of the 
ſeverity of writings we complain, but of accuſations i, 
acfamatory, and ſcandalous, produced with the moſt wanton 
licentiouſneſs, and calculated to injure the faireſt reputation. 
Yet we ſought for redreſs without clamour, and without 
recrimination : we implored the interference of an eccleſiaſti- 
ca] ſuperior, whoſe duty we had been taught, was ſubditorum 
exce/ſus corrigere, and that, when he who had traduced us, 
remained contemptuouſly ſilent. 


Then, gentlemen, to your equity we appeal. We have 
done all that in us lay, to induce our adverſary, publicly in 


+ Sin autem ob deliQi gravitatem virga opus ſuerit, tunc cum man- 
ſuetudine rigor, cum, miſericordia judicium, cum lenitate ſeveritas ad- 
hibenda eſt : ut ſine aſperitate diſciplina populis ſalutaris ac neceſſaria 
conſervetur : et qui correcti fuerint, amendentur; aut, fi reſipiſcere no- 
luerint, ceteri, ſalubri in eos animadverſionis exemplo, a vitlis deterre - 
antur,«Conce Trid. Seſs. Xiile c. 1. 
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our preſence, to ſubſtantiate his charges, if he deemed them 
juſt, or to recall them and repair the injury, ſhould it be 
proved that they had been advanced raſhly, We are miniſ- 
ters of religion, on the purity of whoſe characters, and on 
whoſe goſpel-faith, the advancement of our flocks in virtue 
greatly depends. To the charge of thoſe flocks we have 
been appointed by a ſuperior, whoſe virtues we revere, and 
whoſe controul we loath nat. He continues our ſervices, and 
by continuing approves them. And ſhall a voice, borne on 
a noxious vapour from th2 ſhores of the Britiſh channel, 
come to diſturb our peace, or rather come to bliſter, if it 
may, the character of the ſuperior we have praiſed; for at 
him, we have reaſon to believe, through us, the blow is 
principally aimed ? 

The felt adulation, as by ſome it may be thought, of the 
following lines, was extorted from us, Many of us, through 
a ſcries of years, have laboured, we truſt, without reproach, 
to diſcharge the duties of our ſtations: Some of us, whoſe 
talents have been called into more public exertion, have en- 
deavoured, from the pulpit, to diffuſe the beſt principles of 
morality, and while they exhibited the real tenets of our re- 
ligion, they have, not without ſome ſucceſs, diſpelled the pre- 
judices entertained againſt their faith: One of us, as a writer, 
has been long before the public, and to that public he has en- 
truſted his reputation: All of us, unconſcious of deſigning 
ought, but what reaſon and religion might approve, have made 
it our duty to walk worthy of the calling with which we were called. 

Ie know, as others do, what our faith is, and in that 
knowledge we have learned to diſtinguiſh what is human 

from 
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from what is divine. We believe our church to be an infallible 
guide in all that appertains to ſalvation, —Of this church we be- 
lieve the biſhop of Rome to be the head, ſupreme in ſpiritual by 
divine appointment, ſupreme in diſcipline by eccleſiaſtical in- 
{titution ; but in the concerns of ſtate and civil life, we be- 
lieve him to be no governor, no maſter, no guide. We be- 
eve that the juriſdiction of biſhops is of divine origin; but 
that that juriſdiction is diſtinctly defined, that its limits are 
all known, that is, that its exerciſe muſt be circumſcribed 
within the ſphere, and be conformable to the rules, of eſtab- 
liſhed order. We believe that the priz/thood is from Chriſt, 
the rights of which are as ſacred as thoſe of the pontifical and 
of the epifcopal order, and that the forms of ancient practice, 
which muſt ever be revered, have ſanctioned the exerciſes of 
thoſe rights, and marked their limits, 

This ſhort expoſition of our tenets it ſeemed expedient to 
fate in reply to the defamer, who has repreſented us as 
enemies of the hierarchy, as aiming to ſubvert the juriſ- 
diction of biſhops, and as proudly reſolved to ſubmit to no 
controul.— May this be our character, as drawn by the 
hand of an able maſter, whoſe juſt and orthodox principles, 
through the lapſe of fourteen ages, the moſt enlightened 
chriſtians have not ceaſed to admire : & "That man,” ſays the 
venerable author, “ is a true and genuine catholic, who loves 
« the'truths of God and his church; who prefers nothing 
ce to religion, nothing to his faith, not the authority of any 
© man, not the friendſhip, not the wit, not the eloquence, 
& not the philoſophy ; but looking down on theſe things and 
s anchored firmly in his faith, he is reſolved only to admit 
that, 
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cc that, only to believe that, which he knows that the catholic 
« church of old univerſally received *.“ 
We are, Gentlemen, 


with great deference, 


Your moſt obedient and humble Servants, 


ANTHONY CLOUGH 
THOMAS FIN 
GEORGE BEESTON 
WILLIAM HARTLEY 
JosE FH BERINGTON 
THOMAS STONE 
JohN CARTER 


January, 1792. 


JohN CorneE 

THoMAs SOUTHWORTH 
James TASKER 
EDwaRD EYRE 

Joun Roe 

Joun WriGur 

JohN Kirk, 


Ille eſt verus et germanus catholicus, qui veritatem Dei, qui eccleſiam, 
qui Chriſti corpus diligit; qui divine religioni, qui catholicæ fidei nihil 
præponit; non hominis cujuſdam auctoritatem, non amorem, non inge- 
nium, non eloquentiam, non philoſophiam ; ſed hzc cuncta deſpiciens 
et in fide fixus, ſtabilis permanens, quidquid univerſaliter, antiquitus 
ecclefiam catholicam tenuiſſe cognoverit, id ſalum ſibi tenendum, credene 
dumque decernit.- Vin. Lerins, an. 434 in Commonit, 


QUERIES 


QUERIES, 
een TO 


CHARLES BUTLER, ESQ, 


SECRETARY TO THE CATHOLIC COMMITTEE, 


WITH HIS ANSWERS, 


I. Does Mr. Butler know of any inter- 
courſe that, at any time ſince the forming of the laſt com- 
mittee, ſubſiſted between this Committee and the Clergy of 
the county of Stafford, collectively or individually? 

Anſwer. I know of no ſuch intercourſe, 

II. Did it ever appear to him, when he aſſiſted at their 
deliberations, that the committee ſeemed to ſpeak and decide 
under any ſuch external influence ? 

Anſwer. It never appeared to me, that the committee 
ſpoke or decided, or ſeemed to ſpeak, and decide, under 
any ſuch external influence ? 

III. Did he ever hear, that the clergy of Staffordſhire 
had advanced any principles, or ſupported any tenets, calcu- 
lated to convey notions into the minds of the committee 
different from ſuch notions or ſentiments as they, (the com- 
mittee) from the beginning of the catholic buſineſs, had ex- 
preſſed? 


D Anſwer. 
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Anſwer, I never heard, that the clergy of Staffordſhire 
had advanced any principles or ſupported any tenets calcu- 
lated to convey notions into the minds of the committee 
difterent from ſuch notions or ſentiments as they, the com- 
mittee, from the beginning of the catholic buſineſs had ex- 
preiled, 

IV. When the committee in the firſt words of their 
proteſt ſay & convinced that we have not been miſled by 
our clergy” what clergy do they mean ? 

Anſwer. The vicars apoſtolic and clergy who ſigned the 
proteſtation ; the vicars apoſtolic and clergy who were pre- 
ſent at the meeting of the 3d of February 1790, and the late 
Mr. James Talbot, who had given his deliberate and explicit 
approbation to the oath. 

Reſpecting the late Mr. James Talbot's approbation 
of the oath, the following minute (after a very ſerious 
and nice conſideration of the words in which it was 
penned) is entered into the books of the committee. 

« 19th Nov. 1789. At a meeting of the committee 
« of Engliſh catholics, it was moved, that the committee 
ce recollet7s perfectly well, that the oath, in its preſent 
« form, was delivered to Mr. James Talbot, kept by 
ce him for two days, and by him returned to the com- 
c“ mittee, with a verbal declaration, that he ſaw nothing 
e in it contrary to faith or good morals.” 

| _©« Reſolved unanimouſly.” 

V. Whether that provy/o of the catholic bill referred to 
by the Rev. Charles Plowden in his late tract, fo. 64, and 
which, page 127, he denominates © a deteſtable penal clauſe, 

“ which 
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c which could only be conceived or ripened in the breaſts of 
© corrupted prieſts” was ſuggeſted by the Staffordſhire 
clergy or any of them ? 

Anſwer, It was not ſuggeſted by the Staffordſhire clergy ; 
it was not ſuggeſted by the committee; it made no part of 
their original bill, or even of the bill, as it firſt ſtood, after 
it was altered on account of the adoption of the oath of pro- 
teſtation. 

The occaſion of inſerting the clauſe in queſtion was as 
follows - The act of the 1ſt of William and Mary, c. 28. 
intituled © An act for exempting their Majeſty's proteſtant 
« ſubjects diſſenting from the church of England from the 
& penalties of certain laws” commonly called, © the Act 
« of Toleration,” contains among other clauſes that copied 
here Our act, as I have juſt obſerved, did not originally con- 
tain this clauſe, or any clauſe to the like effect. A perſon 
of very high rank whom it was thought eſſential to ſatisfy of 
the propriety of our bill took notice of this omiſſion, and re- 
quired, that, as the clauſe in queſtion was in the bill for the 
toleration of proteſtant diſſenters, it ſhould be inſerted in our 
bill. The gentleman through whom he ſignified this to the 
committee, accordingly writ out the clauſe himſelf, and ſent 

it to the committee; and in his hand writing, with the title 
of © further additional clauſes” it is now in my cuſtody, 
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Cor v of the 12th clauſe in the 
1ſt of William and Mary, c. 
18. Ruff heads ſtatutes, 3d 
vol. p. 426. 

« And be it further enacted 
by the authority aforeſaid that 
0 every juſtice of the peace, 
* may, at any time hereafter, 
* require, any perſon that goes 
* to any meeting, for exer- 
te ciſe of religion, to make 
** and ſubſcribe the declaration 
« aforeſaid *, alſo to take the 
#* ſaid oaths +, or declaration 
of fidelity hereinafter men- 
* tioned t, in caſe ſuch perſon 
ä ſcruplesthe taking of an oath, 
te and upon refuſal thereof, ſuch 
t juſtice of the peace 1s hereby 
t required to commit ſuch per- 
5 ſon to priſon, without bail or 
“ mainprize, and to certify 
te the name of ſuch perſon to 
ff the next general or quarter 

« ſeflions 


Copy of the clauſe, above 
referred to, in the catholic 
bill. 


« And be it further enacted, 

ce thatevery juſtice of the peace, 
may, at any time hereafter, 
* require any perſon that goes 
to any place of congregation 
or meeting for exerciſe of re- 
* ligion certified and regiſtered 
c under this act to take and ſub- 
*« ſcribe the oath of allegiance 
« andabjuration, and of proteſ- 
ce tation and declaration herein- 
*© before perſcribed, and upon 
ce refuſal thereof, ſuch juſtice of 
e the peace is hereby required 
*© to commit ſuch perſon to pri- 
* ſon without bail or mainprize, 
and to certify the name of 
* ſuch perſon to the next ge- 
« neral or quarter ſeſſions of 
the peace to be held for that 
county, 


\ 
The declaration here referred to, is the oath preſcribed by the zoth 
Car. 2. St. ii. c. 1, commonly called the declaration againſt popery. 
+ The oaths referred to here, are the oaths preſcribed by the 3ſt of 


William and Mary, c. 1. 


r The declaration of fidelity, here referred to, is contained in the ſame 
Ratute. 
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e ſeflions of the peace, to be 
te held for that county, city, 
* town, part, or diviſion, where 
« ſuch perſon then reſides; and 
« if ſuch perſon ſo committed 
* ſhall upon a ſecond tender 
ce at the general or quarter ſeſ- 
c fions refuſe to make and ſub- 
« ſcribe the declaration afore- 
« ſaid, ſuch perſon refuſing 
« ſhall be then, and there, re- 
« corded, and he ſhall be taken 
te thenceforth to all intents and 
e purpoſes for a popith recuſant 
© convit, and ſuffer accord- 
* ingly, and incur all the pe- 
© nalties and forfeitures of all 
ce the aforeſaid laws.“ 


* county, City, town, part, or 
% diviſion, where ſuch perſon 
« ſhall then reſide, and if ſuch 
ce perſon ſo committed, ſhall 
* upon a ſecond tender at the 
ce general or quarter ſeſſion, re- 
« fuſe to take and ſubſcribe ſuch 
e oath of allegiance and abju- 
* ration, and of proteſtationand 
« declaration as aforeſaid, ſuch 
«« perſon refuſing ſhall be then 
and there recorded and he 
„ ſhall be taken thencefcrth to 
all mtents and purpoſes for a 
„ popiſh recuſant and ſuffer 
* accordingly, and incur all 
6 penal:ies and forfeitures as if 
* this act had not been made.“ 


It is further to be obſerved, that the clauſe does not autho- 


rize juſtices to tender the oath To ALL CATHOLICS generally, 


but to thoſe catholics only, who ſhould frequent the chapels cer- 


tified by the act. To theſe it is expreſsly confined. To thoſe 
catholics, therefore, who kept from places of worſhip of that 
deſcription, it could not be tendered uuder the clauſe in 
queſtion, 

It was alſo obſerved to the committee, that, as the act 
now ſtands, without this clauſe, no perſon can tak? the oaths, 
except at the places appointed by the act, viz.—The courts 
at Weſtminſter, or the courts of quarter ſeſſious, from which 


places 


1 
places, many catholies are removed ſeveral miles; whereas, if 
the clauſe in queſtion had remained, a liberal conſtruction 
of the act might have entitled catholics taking the oath before 
two juſtices under this clauſe, to the benefit of the act. 

Thus, you ſee, 1ſtly, The clauſe in queſtion is copied from 
that in the Toleration act; 2dly, That it was not in the bill 
framed by the committee; 3dly, That any catholic by keep- 
ing from the places of worſhip certified by the act (which 
all thoſe who thought the oath unlawful, moſt probably would 
do) might have kept himſelf from the operation of the clauſe ; 
and 4thly, That, to thoſe catholics who inclined to take the 
oath, it could not be prejudicial, and might be beneficial. 

VI. Whether Mr. Butler cannot declare that, not only 
the clergy of the county of Stafford, but that no other 
part of the Engliſh clergy had any connexion with or in- 
fluence over the minds of the committee in the ſenſe of Mr. 
Charles Plowden ? 

Anſwer. In the ſenſe in which Mr. Plowden's words are 
interpreted in the above query; I can declare, that, not 
only the clergy of the county of Stafford, but, that no 
other part of the Engliſh clergy, had any connexion with, 
or influence over the minds of the committee, that I am in 
any wiſe apprized of, and I believe, that they had no ſuch 
coancxion with, or influence over, them. 

CHARLES BUTLER, 
January 18, 1792. 


